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AUSTRIA'S ENERGY DILEMMA 
ANNCR: 

WHEN AUSTRIANS WERE ASKFD THIS PAST WEEKEND WHETHER THEY 
WANTED TO GO AHEAD WITH A NUCLEAR ENERGY PROGRAM, MOST OF THEM 
SAID NO. CORRESPONDFNT BILL MARSH AT OUR FUROPFAN BURFAU TAKES 
A LOOK AT THE RAMIFICATIONS OF THIS DECISION, 

VOICE: 

THE ACTUAL ISSUF FACING AUSTRIAN VOTFRS SUNDAY WAS WHETHER 
THEY WANTED TO SFE A SINGLE ATOMIC RFACTOR -- ONE THAT HAD ALREADY 
BFEN CONSTRUCTED -- PUT INTO OPERATION, BUT WHEN THFY SAID NO 
TO THIS REACTOR THFY FFFFCTIVELY SAID NO TO THE GOVERNMENT'S 
ENTIRE NUCLEAR FNERGY PROGRAM, A PROGRAM THAT HAS BEFN MOVING 
FORWARD FOR ALMOST TEN YFARS, 

THE REACTOR IN QUESTION NOW STANDS LIKE A DRUIDIC CAN 
ANCIENT) RELIC IN THF TOWN OF ZWENTENDORF, SOMF 50 KILOMETERS 
NORTHWEST OF VIENNA, LITTLE REMAINED TO BF DONF TO PUT IT INTO 
OPERATION, WHEREUPON IT WOULD HAVE PRODUCFD MORE THAN FOUR 
THOUSAND KILOWATT HOURS OF ELECTRICITY, OR ABOUT TEN PERCENT OF 
AUSTRIA'S PRESENT ENERGY NEEDS. 

AT THE MOMENT, AUSTRIA'S ENERGY SITUATION IS NOT CRITICAL. 
IT MEETS ALMOST HALF ITS TOTAL NEEDS THROUGH DOMESTIC RESOURCES, 
PRODUCING MOST OF ITS FLFCTRICITY FROM HYDRO-ELECTRIC AND 
THERMAL POWER STATIONS, BUT THE COUNTRY'S ENERGY NEEDS ARF 
RISING EACH YEAR, AND, OF COURS©, THE PRICE OF IMPORTED FUELS 
IS GOING UP AND UP. 

THE GOVERNMENT WAS FAR-SIGHTED FNOUGH TO SFF THIS DEVELOPMENT 
A DECADE AGO, IN 1968, WHEN IT DECIDFD TO "GO NUCLEAR" AND INVEST 
IN A PROGRAM THAT WOULD HAVE PROVIDFD AUSTRIA WITH THREE LARGE 


REACTORS BY 1990. 
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WHAT THE GOVERNMENT COULD NOT HAVF FORFSFEN IN 1968 WAS THE 
GROWTH OF ENVIRONMENTALIST GROUPS THAT WFRE DECIDEDLY AGAINST 
NUCLEAR REACTORS. THESE GROUPS HAVE GAINED SO MUCH POWFR IN 
WESTERN EUROPE IN RECENT YEARS THAT THFIR POLITICAL MUSCLE CAN 
NO LONGER BE OVERLOOKED. INDFFD, NUCLFAR POWFR BFCAMF SUCH A 
SENSITIVE ISSUE IN SWEDEN THAT IT IS WIDFLY HELD TO HAVE BEEN 
RESPONSIBLE FOR THF UNSEATING OF SWEDEN'S SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC 
GOVERNMENT IN 1976, 

AUSTRIAN COMMENTATORS -- RIGHTLY OR WRONGLY -- SAID THAT 
CHANCELLOR BRUNO KREISKY FEARED THE SAMF FATE FOR HIS SOCIAL 
DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT AND THEREFORE DECIDED TO MAKF THE ‘NUCLEAR 
ISSUE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY PLFEBISCITE. THE VOTF WAS NOT 
REQUIRED FROM A STRICTLY LFGAL POINT OF VIEW, BUT AS, THE 
COMMENTATORS SAW IT, THF CHANCELLOR REGARDFD THF REFFRENDUM AS 
A "POLITICAL ESSENTIAL", IT WAS THE FIRST TIME THAT THE PEOPLE 
OF ANY COUNTRY IN THE WORLD HAN EVER BFEN ASKED DIRECTLY WHETHFR 
THEY WANTED NUCLEAR ENERGY. AND, BY THE THINNFST OF MARGINS -- 
LESS THAN ONE PERCENT OF THE VOTERS -- THE AUSTRIANS SAID NO, 

THE QUESTIONS REMAINING FOR CHANCFLLOR KREISKY'S GOVERNMENT 
ARE WEIGHTY AND SENSITIVE: FIRST, WHAT IS TO BF DONE WITH THF 
ZWENTENDORF REACTOR THAT HAS ALREADY COST THE AUSTRIAN TREASURY 
MORE THAN 500 MILLION DOLLARS? AND PERHAPS AN EVEN MORE CRITICAL 
QUESTION -- THE QUESTION BFING ASKED BY MANY AUSTRIAN EDITORIALISTS 
~- WHAT IS THE GOVERNMENT GOING TO DO TO PROVIDE THF COUNTRY WITH 
ENERGY NOW THAT ITS "NUCLEAR OPTION," ALREADY A DECADE UNDER WAY, 
HAS BEEN REJECTED? 

THESE ARE THE QUESTIONS BEING ASKED TODAY, AND NO ONE AT 
THE MOMENT SFEMS TO HAVE ANY SATISFACTORY ANSWERS. ONE 


COMMENTATOR SUMMED UP THE SITUATION SHORTLY AFTER THE REFERENDUM 
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RESULTS WERE PUBLISHFD BY SAYING THAT THE GOVERNMENT HAD PUT ALL 
ITS EGGS IN ONE BASKFT -- AND THEN THF AUSTRIAN PFOPLE RAN OFF 
WITH THE BASKET. 
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